Introduction
Social class has long been a key concept in political science research. In a number of Western European countries, including Denmark, the party systems used to be class-based (Lipset and Rokkan 1967) . However, it is also well established that social class has lost much of its political relevance since the 1960s. This applies not least to class politics in its traditional form: the working class does not vote for social democratic parties to the same extent as before (Lipset 1981; Franklin et al. 1992; Inglehart 1997; see Dalton 2014 for a review). This holds for Western Europe, generally, but the pattern has been particularly clear in the UK and in Scandinavian countries such as Denmark (Knutsen 2006 ). Yet, why has class voting declined?
Most recent work suggest that the explanation should be found in the behavior of the political parties themselves (Oskarson 2005; Elff 2009; Evans and Tilley 2012; Evans and de Graaf 2013; Heath 2015) . In short, social democratic parties were key in the mobilization of the working class, and the very same parties are thought to have played a decisive role in its demobilization (Przeworski and Sprague 1986) . In this article, I focus on Denmark's traditional workingclass party and examine whether the Social Democratic Party is still making appeals to class-related groups, or whether its appeals have increasingly been targeting other social categories or groups. Whereas previous work has examined class demobilization by analyzing the policy-based appeals of political parties, I instead focus on parties' group-based appeals. I do this because an extensive body of public opinion literature questions whether parties' policy statements actually matter to voters (Converse 1964; Achen and Bartels 2016) . At the same time, this literature shows that voter decision-making is, at least partly, based on group affiliation and social identity and is therefore susceptible to the groupbased appeals of political parties (Campbell et al. 1960; Butler and Stokes 1969; Conover 1988; Nelson and Kinder 1996; Kinder and Kam 2009; Achen and Bartels 2016) . This group perspective is in many ways closer to how the cleavage model traditionally described the mobilizing role of political parties (Lipset and Rokkan 1967; Przeworski 1985: p. 101; Bartolini and Mair 1990: p. 205; see Heath 2015: p. 190) .
Denmark is a good place to examine the demobilization of class politics from a group perspective. On the one hand, Denmark is a typical case on the development of Western European politics. Like other leftist and social democratic parties, the Social Democratic Party in Denmark has had to rethink their voter base as societal change reduced the size of the working class and led to a general shift in voters' issue priorities (e.g. Kosiara-Pedersen and Bille 2004) . On the other hand, the Danish case seems deviant in the policy-centered theoretical model. We know that class voting has been steadily declining in Denmark; but the Social Democratic Party has not clearly changed its economic policy position just as voters perceive the party's position as relatively stable (Hobolt 2013) . The Danish case thus seems particularly useful in examining an alternative theoretical explanation (Seawright and Gerring 2008: p. 302) .
I examine the Social Democratic Party's group-based appeals using a quantitative content analysis of party programs published in the 1960s, 1980s and 2000s. Among other things, the results show that the Social Democratic Party has toned down its historical ties to the working class and other traditional voter groups, while, at the same time, both businesses and a number of middle-class professional groups have been consistent targets in the appeals. At a more general level, the party has also increasingly emphasized non-economic groups -such as children, the elderly and the sick -at the expense of economic groups as such. Overall, these findings suggest that the Social Democratic Party in Denmark changed its group-centered mobilization strategy in line with the catch-all thesis (Kirchheimer 1966) in an effort to expand its electoral base.
The Demobilization of Class Politics
Although the trend in class voting was heavily debated in comparative electoral research in the 1990s, a recent consensus seems to have spread that the relationship between social class position and vote choice has waned (Knutsen 2007: p. 464) . Consequently, the focus in the literature has also shifted from describing the developments to explaining them: why has class voting declined?
There are two broad perspectives on this (Evans 2000) . According to the bottom-up perspective, the explanation for declining class voting is that the societal class structure has become more fluid. Fewer voters now clearly belong to any one particular class, and thus social classes have become internally heterogeneous and the differences between them have dwindled (see Dalton 2014: Chapter 8) . As a consequence, the classes have also become increasingly similar in terms of party preferences. In this perspective, political change is assumed to result directly from societal change. The political parties do not play an active role, but are seen as passive spectators to the decline of class politics. According to the top-down perspective, however, the explanation lies with the political parties themselves. Sartori (1997: p. 169 ) expresses this logic as follows: "The party is not a consequence of the class. Rather, and before, it is the class that receives its identity from the party." In other words, class politics has not simply disappeared; it has been politically demobilized.
However, that does not mean that social change is without significance. The traditional, mainstream parties -social democratic parties in particular -have had to rethink their electoral base and broaden out the appeal in order to maintain their size and influence (Przeworski and Sprague 1986; Kitschelt 1994) . Just as religiously based parties have had to look towards new voter groups in the face of secularization, social democratic parties have had to look beyond workers because the working class has become smaller (Best 2011) . In this sense, social change is important in the top-down perspective. Still, the focus is on how parties react to changes in the electoral market: in the end, it is the mobilization strategies of the parties, which are seen as most crucial to the development of class politics (Evans 2000: p. 410 ).
Recent empirical research has supported the top-down perspective. Both case studies and comparative research have found empirical evidence that political parties play a key role (Oskarson 2005; Elff 2009; Evans and Tilley 2012; Heath 2015; Evans and Tilley 2017) . For example, the most comprehensive survey thus far concludes that class voting depends on the "political choice" that parties give to voters (Evans and de Graaf 2013) . However, this recent line of research can also be criticized on theoretical grounds. The seminal literature considered class politics to be a collective phenomenon. It emphasized voters' social identities and the role of social democratic parties in mobilizing the working class as a group (Lipset and Rokkan 1967; Przeworski 1985: p. 101; Bartolini and Mair 1990: p. 205 ). As Dalton and Wattenberg (1993: p. 196 ) argue, group-based voting was upheld by the group-based appeals of competing parties. But when recent research has examined the demobilization of class politics, it has focused on parties' policy positions. As Heath (2015: p. 190 ) points out, this seems to build on a micro-level theory about voters as individuals motivated by policy preferences rather than a theory about social identity and group representation. The group-centered perspective has apparently been lost.
A Group Perspective on Demobilization
Theoretically, there are good reasons to study working class demobilization from a group perspective. Firstly, the literature on public opinion and attitude formation raises questions about the "microfoundation" of the policy-centered theoretical model. As Converse (1964) pointed out more than 50 years ago, only few voters have genuine and informed views on most political issues. The ordinary voter does not walk around with set preferences for given policies. Moreover, when people actually express political preferences, these often turn out to be context-dependent and unstable (Achen and Bartels 2016) . Nevertheless, the assumption in most recent research seems to be that class demobilization is driven by an increasing mismatch between the policy preferences of workingclass voters and the policies offered by social democratic parties (e.g. Evans and Tilley 2012: p. 141) .
Secondly, the public opinion literature also points out that group affiliation and social categorization play a key role in voter decision-making (Campbell et al. 1960: Ch. 12 and 13; Converse 1964; Butler and Stokes 1969; Conover 1988; Popkin 1994: Ch. 3; Achen and Bartels 2016) . For ordinary citizens, both political information processing and political decision-making are strongly influenced by group thinking. This social categorization is a basic way that voters simplify the complex and abstract world of politics (Popkin 1994: p. 218) . The best example is the representational ties between different political parties and social groups. Often, voters see certain parties as representatives of certain groups (Dalton 2014: p. 31 ). This also applies in Denmark, where voters (still) see the Social Democratic Party as representing the working class and low-income groups, whereas the main right-wing party, the Liberals, is associated with the upper class and high-income groups (Stubager 2009; Hjort 2017) .
Voters actively use this delineation in their vote choices. As Miller et al. (1991) explain, a voter's party preference depends partly on that voter's affiliation with a particular social group and partly on that group's tie to a particular political party. This two-step model corresponds to the way class politics was conceptualized in the seminal literature. For example, Butler and Stokes (1969: pp. 85-87) describe class voting in this exact way: (i) a voter belongs to a given class, (ii) and a given class is tied to a party. A group-centered perspective on class demobilization focuses on the latter step, and examines how social democratic parties themselves have attempted to reshape their image as class representatives.
What exactly are social democratic parties doing to shape their own image, and what does this mean for the relationship between individual class position and vote choice? People's perceptions of party-class ties have a long history, which often date back to the origins of party systems (Lipset and Rokkan 1967) . Therefore, the content of these historical ties is difficult to change. On the other hand, a party can tone down or highlight its class image through its political communication. As mentioned above, Dalton and Wattenberg (1993: p. 196 ) have pointed out that group-based appeals played an important role in mobilizing class politics. We should expect that group-based appeals play a similar role in the demobilization of class politics. It is unlike that social democratic parties will be able to change their image as working class representatives in the attempt to broaden their appeal, but they can influence just how salient this image is to voters. Indeed, a number of studies on priming suggest that group-based appeals are especially useful in this regard, as they can activate or deactivate group thinking in voter decision-making (Nelson and Kinder 1996; Kinder 1998; Kinder and Kam 2009) .
In this article, I define a group-based appeal as an explicit statement that links a political party with a given group category. Group-based appeals are found in the communications of political parties (e.g. party programs, speeches or TV debates) and thus consist of: (i) a party, (ii) a group category and (iii) the relationship between the party and the group. It is the change and stability in how social democratic parties use such appeals that this article focuses on.
Theoretical Expectations
If a group perspective is to contribute to our understanding of class demobilization, we should expect that the Social Democratic Party has unequivocally downplayed its ties to the working class. Although this article does not offer a test of whether group-based appeals condition class voting, the changes at the party level should at least correspond to the changes seen at the voter level. The Danish case challenges the policy-centered theoretical model in other studies precisely because class voting in Denmark has waned without a corresponding change in economic policies of the Social Democratic Party (Hobolt 2013) .
Overall, the group-based appeals of the Social Democratic Party should reflect its attempt to expand the electoral base in the light of a changing electoral market. The transformation of the industrial economy has meant that the working class has become ever smaller during the second half of the 20th century, while the middle class has grown (Crouch 2008) . Thus, the voting potential is declining for the working class and increasing for the middle class. From a partystrategic perspective, this means that the working class has become less attractive for the social democratic parties, and the middle class more so (Best 2011: p. 282 ). This way, societal change has undermined the usefulness of a traditional strategy based on working class mobilization. At the same time, however, societal change has also opened up some new possibilities. Over time, voters have gained new issue priorities, such as immigration, gender equality, environment and criminal justice (Inglehart 1997; Andersen and Borre 2003) . The emergence of the "new politics" agenda has politicized many new group categories that seem obvious targets in parties' group-based appeals -especially for parties whose traditional base is shrinking. On the one hand, the electoral market incentives thus "push" the social democratic parties away from traditional voter groups, while, on the other hand, they "pull" them towards a growing middle class as well as other newly politicized groups.
We should therefore expect to see a general shift in group-based appeals, where ties to economic groups as such are downplayed, while ties to non-economic groups are highlighted. As known from the party competition literature, electoral appeals, agenda setting and political attention are relative phenomena (e.g. Budge and Farlie 1983) : just as parties cannot focus on all issues at once, they can also not focus on all groups. Emphasizing some will inevitably mean deemphasizing others. Even if economic group categories are still relevant targets to the Social Democratic Party, the focus on non-economic groups should imply a relative de-emphasis of economic groups.
We should also expect that workers, as a specific group category, are deemphasized in the Social Democratic Party's group-based appeals, because socio-economic change have made the working class smaller. The same should apply to group categories like wage earners or trade unions, which voters may see as synonyms for workers, as well as other group categories such as the lowincome groups and pensioners, which are not directly related to the working class, but were part and parcel of the social democratic voter base. If such historically associated groups were targeted, voters may be reminded of the working class image of the Social Democratic Party, even if workers were not mentioned. Perceptions of party-class ties are still widespread and the Social Democratic Party has strong incentives to avoid its historical class image becoming salient among voters, as this would undermine its attempt to broaden the voter base. If a political party is perceived as "the working class party," it cannot also appear to be the party for the middle class or business. Given the transformation of the industrial economy, we should expect the Social Democratic Party to try to broaden its appeal beyond traditional class divisions.
Research Design and Data
To study the demobilization of class politics from a group perspective, I concentrate on the Social Democratic Party in Denmark and analyze a new dataset consisting of 1700 group-based appeals found in a quantitative content analysis of its party programs in the 1960s, 1980s and 2000s. There are two types of party programs in Denmark and both are used as sources. The principle platform outlines a party's ideological vision and is rarely updated (called Principprogram in Danish). The Working Program, on the other hand, lays out specific policy proposals for a shorter period and is usually more comprehensive (called Arbejdsprogram in Danish). Even though the working programs do not always follow the election cycle, they are reminiscent of the election manifestos known from other countries such as the UK, the Netherlands or Norway. It is not all parties in Danish party system have a tradition of adopting and publishing party programs, but the Social Democratic Party has made use of both types for more than 100 years.
For the purpose of this article, party programs have a number of advantages. Firstly, they represent the party as a unitary actor, which is an obvious advantage to any study of party-level behavior (Helbling and Tresch 2011: p. 176 ). Secondly, party programs are particularly suitable for over-time analyses, because they have had the same basic format and function throughout the years (Green-Pedersen 2011: p. 63). Their function is, partly, to coordinate the internal party line and, partly, to present the party's policies to voters, the media, and society in general. In line with existing research, I am not interested in the party programs as such, but rather in the party strategic behavior that we can measure by analyzing their content (Budge et al. 2001) . It is thus not the assumption that the average citizen will read the programs (although some may), but that the party programs provide a snapshot of which groups the Social Democratic Party targeted in given time periods. Party programs have been chosen in favor of the campaign material that other studies have previously used as sources (Budge et al. 2001 ) because the quality of this campaign material is questionable (see Hansen 2008) . Often, this material consists of just flyers and posters, and in some years, the source material for all the parties contains as few as 50 sentences. Party programs do not give as fine-meshed timeline as the election campaign material, but they form a more solid text source.
A third advantage is the long history of the party programs, which provides fitting coverage of the period during which the societal changes pointed out in the literature took place. Before the 1960s, the party systems in Denmark and other countries were still "frozen" and class-based (Lipset and Rokkan 1967) , while class voting stabilized at a low level in the late 1990s (Knutsen 2006) . As a consequence, the content analysis in this article covers three principle platform publications in 1961, 1977 and 2004 , respectively, as well as three working programs in 1961, 1980 and 2001. 1 As described in the codebook (supplementary material in Danish), the coding of party programs took place using group-based appeals as the unit of analysis. The unit consists of a "subject" (i.e. the Social Democratic Party), an "object" (i.e. a group category) and a "relationship" (i.e. whether party and group are associated or dissociated). Previous research has used this same methodology to code policy-based appeals (Kriesi et al. 2008 ). The main difference is whether the "object" refers to a policy, as in Kriesi et al., or a group, as it does here. Based on the codebook and 2 weeks of training, two research assistants read the party programs line-by-line and identified 1702 group-based appeals in total. An intercoder reliability test indicates that this was done reliably (Krippendorff's alpha = 0.87; see Krippendorff 2004) .
The group-based appeals were coded on a number of variables that, besides the year, had to do with the party, the group and their relation. Since the purpose of this article is to examine how the Social Democratic Party's "selective emphasis" of different groups evolve, the analysis primarily uses those cases where the party associates itself with a group. This leaves this part of the analysis with 1467
1 The Social Democratic Party has published its principle platform six times: in 1876, 1913, 1961, 1977, 1992, and 2004 . The working programs have been published more often, with 21 releases from 1888 to 2000. I selected the sample of six party programs with the purpose of obtaining a sufficient but also even coverage across the theoretically relevant period from the 1960s to the 2000s. group-based appeals.
2 In a sub-analysis of the Social Democratic Party's ties to business, however, I also draw on those group-based appeals where the two are dissociated, or where the group-party relation is coded as neutral.
The group itself has been coded on two main categories and several subcategories. The main categories distinguish whether the group is economic or noneconomic. Social class can be understood in many ways, but class is traditionally considered as having to do with economic capital or resources (Hout 2008: p. 26 ). The group is therefore coded as economic if it explicitly refers to: (i) financial resources (e.g. the wealthy), (ii) a labor market position (e.g. workers), or (iii) a profession (e.g. teachers). In all other cases, the group is coded as non-economic. If classified as economic, the group is further coded on a number of subcategories such as wage earners, businesses, pensioners or unemployed. If the group is classified as non-economic, it is coded on subcategories such as immigrants, women, the ill or the low-educated. 3 In total, the group-based appeals are coded on 23 economic and 21 non-economic subcategories, which all figure in Tables 1  and 3 in the results section below. The codebook in the supplementary material describes these groups in more detail. Intercoder reliability tests of the variables used in the results section below indicate that here, too, the coding was highly reliable (Krippendorff's alpha = 0.85 for the lowest-scoring variable).
The Social Democratic Party's Group-Based
Appeals from 1961 to 2004
Economic and Non-Economic Groups
Are the Social Democratic Party still appealing to economic groups? Or are other groups now at the heart of its group-based appeals? We know that voters increasingly prioritize non-economic issues in politics, and that the emergence 2 The results do not change if I also include those appeals where the Social Democratic Party dissociates itself from a group (n = 62) or where the tie between party and group cannot be determined or is neutral (n = 156). 3 Level of education is sometimes taken to indicate individual class position (see, for example, Harrits 2014). In the differentiation between economic and non-economic groups, however, education groups seem to fit the latter best. Although education may partly determine an individual's occupation, income or wealth, education does not constitute an economic position in itself. I also note that results do not depend on whether the group-based appeals targeting education groups are coded as economic or non-economic, because these appeals are few altogether.
of the "new politics" has politicized new groups that seek political representation (Franklin et al. 1992; Mair 2013 ). Therefore, we should also expect the Social Democratic Party to focus on non-economic groups at the expense of the economic ones. I address this, and other, questions about change and stability in group-based appeals by looking at the percentage of all group-based appeals that target specific group categories. This suggests that the Social Democratic Party adjusted its electoral strategy, as Denmark, like Western Europe in general, underwent societal changes, which meant that voters got other social group affiliations and different issue priorities. 
Economic Group Categories
What about specific target groups? Considering the decline of the working class and the growth of the middle class, social democratic parties have had strong incentives to downplay their working class image (Przeworski and Sprague 1986; Kitschelt 1994) . But do we actually see the expected pattern? Table 1 shows the percentage of group-based appeals targeting each of the economic group categories. To ease presentation, this table collapses the working programs and the principle platforms so that group-based appeals found in the 1961 working program and the 1961 principle platform are presented together. The same applies to the 1977 Several results are worth highlighting. First, one may note that, in terms of salience, workers were never really a prominent reference group in the social democratic party programs. Less than 1% of the party's group-based appeals targeted workers at the peak of class politics in the 1960s, while the 2000 and 2004 party programs fails to mention workers at all. This is a surprising finding considering that Denmark is seen as a typical case on class-dominated politics (Green-Pedersen 2006; Knutsen 2006) , and it contrasts with the rhetoric of the Labour Party in Britain, where worker references were about ten times as prevalent around the same time (Evans and Tilley 2017; Thau 2017) .
On the other hand, we see that several other group categories -which were also part of the left-wing base and probably refer to some of the same people as workers -have been prominent target groups for the Social Democratic Party. In particular, wage earners (8%) and low-income people (4%) were quite frequently targeted in the 1960s, as were pensioners (3%). Most importantly, however, these traditional target groups all change in a similar way: by the 2000s, they had all become less significant. Indeed, the Social Democratic Party only targeted wage earners in 2% of the group-based appeals in its most recent party programs. For low-income people and pensioners, the figures are about 1% and 0.1%, respectively. Tenants and unions -groups that have also traditionally been associated with social democratic parties -also show the same downward trend from the 1980s to the 2000s. Table 1 also shows that a number of middle-class professions seem to play an increasing role for the Social Democratic Party. Although the percentages are small, we see that school teachers, childcare workers and doctors have emerged as target groups over the years. In 2000 and 2004, the Social Democratic Party targeted a larger percentage of its group-based appeals at these three groups than at unions, tenants or pensioners. This suggests, as expected, that the Social Democratic Party has gradually downplayed its ties to the working class and other traditional groups, while at the same time it has broadening out its appeals to cross former class distinctions.
This becomes even clearer when looking at the traditional counterpart of the working class, big business. As Table 1 shows, contrary to the traditional core group categories, businesses represent a relatively stable target of the Social Democratic Party's appeals. About 6% of the group-based appeals referenced businesses in 1961, while 7% did so in 1977 and 1980. And although the economic group categories diminished in general (see Figure 1) , a solid 6% of all groupbased appeals still targeted businesses in 2000 and 2004. In fact, businesses were by far the most prominent economic group category in the 2000s, almost three times as salient as wage earners, who were the most salient target group in the 1960s.
It is worth considering business more closely by looking at how the tie between the Social Democratic Party and business has changed over time. In addition to those appeals where the relation between party and group category is positive, I also look at those appeals where the relation is negative or neutral. Table 2 shows the percentage of business appeals that was coded as having a negative, neutral or positive relation between the Social Democratic Party and businesses, over the period studied. It appears that the Social Democratic Party has primarily associated itself with businesses in the 1960s, 1980s as well as the 2000s, at least in its party programs. But it is also clear that the party has become more closely tied to businesses than before. In the 1960s and 1980s, about half the business appeals were positive, while in the 2000s it was two-thirds. Furthermore, we see a marked decrease in how often the Social Democratic Party dissociates itself from businesses, particularly from the 1980s to the 2000s. Whereas the party distanced itself from businesses in one-third (32%) of business appeals in 1977 and 1980 -a period where Denmark was characterized by economic uncertainty and high unemployment -it dissociated itself from businesses in only 10% of its business appeals in 2000 and 2004.
Taken together, the evidence suggests that the Social Democratic Party has used its group-based appeals in an attempt to break previous class divisions and expand its voter base. Economic groups as such figure less in the group-based appeals of the Social Democratic Party, while non-economic groups figure more. Traditional or core groups have become less salient, while middle-class professions such as teachers, childcare workers and doctors have become increasingly salient. Businesses have been steadily targeted, even as economic groups have lost emphasis overall. And when the Social Democratic Party references business in its group-based appeals, it increasingly associates rather than dissociated itself with this group category.
Non-Economic Group Categories
If non-economic groups now play a more substantial role in the mobilization strategy of the Social Democratic Party, it seems only natural to ask which of the non-economic group categories have gained particularly emphasis. As a final step in the analysis, Table 3 therefore shows the percentage of group-based appeal targeting each of the non-economic group categories in the 1960s, 1980s and 2000s. I will highlight three points from the results in Table 3 . First, we see that when the Social Democratic Party emphasizes non-economic groups, the catchall category "everyone" is clearly the most frequently used throughout the entire period. Besides the term "everyone," this category covers terms such as "voters," "people" and "citizens." This is obviously a broad and inclusive category, but the appeals coded here share the characteristic that no one really falls outside the category. Who would not fit the term "people"? About 30% of all group-based appeals were targeting "everyone" in the 1960s. In the 1980s, it was about 22% and in the 2000s, it was almost 35%. Although Przeworski (1985) has argued that social democratic parties and conservative parties generally differ in that the former focus on specific (class) groups, while the latter on broader categories, the results presented here indicate that the Social Democratic Party in Denmark has always focused on broad, inclusive voter appeals.
Second, we see that the social group categories that comparative political research often focus on as alternatives to class-centric party competition do not play a decisive role in the electoral strategy of the Social Democratic Party (e.g. Lipset and Rokkan 1967; Brooks et al. 2006) . Our well-theorized group categories did not replace wage earners and low-income groups in the Social Democratic Party's group-based appeals. For example, with respect to the center-periphery cleavage, we see that while 3% and 2% of the group-based appeals targeted urban and rural residents in the 1960s, only about 0.5% did so in the 2000s. Likewise, although the salience of gender equality was apparent in the 1980s, it gradually lost much of its significance. In the 1980s, almost 7% of the Social Democratic Party's appeals targeted women or men (women 5%, men 2%). Yet, in the 2000s, the percentages were down to 1.3% for women and less than 0.5% for men. Further, even if an education cleavage has emerged in Danish politics (Stubager 2013) , groups denoting educational attainment have not become particularly salient over time. The highly educated, low-educated or other similar terms are rarely used in party programs. As the results show, the low-educated was targeted from the 1980s onward, but the percentage is only around 0.5%, and the highly educated are not mentioned at all during the period studied. On the other hand, and unsurprising seeing how the issue agenda has changed in Denmark (Andersen and Borre 2003) , immigrants went from not being referenced in the 1960s to being targeted in 3% of the Social Democratic Party's appeals in the 1980s. In the 2000s, the percentage decreased slightly, but immigrants now seem to be a common target group. Third, Table 3 shows how a number of group categories that comparative political research has not yet focused on constitute target groups of increasing importance, at least for the Social Democratic Party in Denmark. For example, children has emerged as the most prominent target group over the period studied.
In the 2000s, more than 13% of all group-based appeals made by the Social Democratic Party targeted children, which means that the salience of this category has tripled since the 1960s. Young people (5%), the elderly (5%) and the ill (4%) were also among the prominent target groups in the 2000s, with their salience increasing steadily over the years. This suggests that current research is overlooking a number of group categories that may play a substantial role in party electoral strategies. The emergence of these target groups is undoubtedly tied to the increasing salience of welfare issues such as health, childcare, education and eldercare in Denmark and Western Europe in general (e.g. Green-Pedersen 2011).
In sum, the development in the non-economic group-based appeals shows that the Social Democratic Party has always found it important to target broad and inclusive groups, contrary to how social democratic party strategies have sometimes been described (Przeworski 1985) . At the same time, well-theorized cleavages based on place, gender or religion have not replaced class in the Social Democratic Party's electoral strategy. Instead, this party has increasingly been targeting what we could call welfare groups, which have become much more politicized in Danish politics in recent decades.
Conclusion
Many studies now suggest that the mobilization strategies of social democratic parties were key in the decline of class politics. Adopting a group perspective on class demobilization, and based on a new content analysis of party platforms, this article has analyzed how the Social Democratic Party in Denmark has changed its group-based appeals from 1961 to 2004.
The results show a diminishing salience of the working class, as well as economic groups more generally, between 1961 and 2004. The most striking change is that the Social Democratic Party increasingly targets non-economic groups such as children, elderly people and the ill at the expense of economic group categories. And while low-income people, wage earners, and other groups belonging to the left-wing base have lost emphasis in the group-based appeals of the Social Democratic Party, middle-class professions and businesses -the counterparts of the working class -have been relatively stable target groups. In fact, the Social Democratic Party has become increasingly likely to associate itself with businesses, in contrast to previous times where the party often distanced itself from businesses. This all suggests that the Social Democratic Party adjusted its mobilization strategy in the face of changing voter priorities and a declining working class with the goal of becoming a catch-all party (Przeworski and Sprague 1986; Kitschelt 1994) .
